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FOREWORD 

BY  PRESIDENT  JOHN  M.  WEEES,  D.D. 

In  turning  from  the  pastorate  to  my  present  work,  I  realize 
in  some  measure  the  greatness  of  the  task  and  the  heavy 
weight  of  responsibility  before  me,  but  also  the  possibility 
of  enlarged  usefulness. 

Did  I  not  have  the  promise  of  higher  help,  and  the  pledged 
support  of  a  host  of  loyal  friends  all  over  our  church,  I  could 
not  go  forward. 

It  is  my  ambition  to  have  in  Columbia  a  Seminary  as  to 
whose  orthodoxy  and  loyalty  to  truth  there  can  be  no  ques- 
tion. I  believe  the  history  and  traditions  of  our  Church  are 
rich  and  helpful,  and  that  our  young  men  should  know  them. 

I  feel  that  our  Church  has  certain  distinctive  principles 
and  that  our  Seminary  students  should  be  taught  them-  But 
with  all  this  I  feel  that  we  are  standing  at  the  opening  of  a 
new  day  of  fiercer  conflict  and  more  strenuous  struggle;  and 
that  our  young  ministers  should  be  trained  for  practical 
service  and  to  meet  present  day  problems. 

To  holding  fast  what  is  true  and  precious  in  the  old,  and 
seeking  out  what  is  of  real  and  practical  value  in  the  new,  I 
shall  try  to  give  myself. 


SOME  VITAL  CHANGES. 

Since  the  last  issue  of  the  Bulletin  quite  a  number  of  very 
important  changes  have  taken  place  in  the  organization  of 
the  Faculty  of  the  Seminary. 

THE  RESIGNATION  OF  DR.  WHALING. 

At  the  meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  in  May,  President 
Thornton  Whaling  presented  his  resignation. 

It  was  reluctantly  accepted,  and  the  Board  passed  the  fol- 
lowing resolution : 

"Whereas,  the  President  of  the  Seminary,  Dr.  Thornton 
Whaling,  has  severed  his  relations  with  this  Seminary  after 
ten  years  of  very  pleasant  and  successful  work — 

Therefore,  be  it  Resolved  by  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Columbia  Theological  Seminary : 

First,  That  Ave  give  expression  to  our  very  deep  apprecia- 
tion of  the  distinguished  and  conspicuous  services  rendered 
the  Seminary  by  Dr.  Whaling.  During  the  ten  years  of  his 
Presidency,  his  great  ability  has  been  shown  in  the  rejuve- 
nation of  the  Seminary;  in  its  re-establishment  in  the  esteem 
of  the  Church ;  in  the  greatly  increased  number  of  students ; 
and  in  general  successful  administrative  work  of  this  high 
office. 

Second,  That  further,  we  bear  testimony  to  Dr.  Whaling's 
excellence  as  a  teacher  of  Theology.  His  work  in  this  field 
has  been  no  less  conspicuous  than  his  work  as  President.  As 
an  expounder  of  the  system  of  doctrine  held  by  our  'Church 
and  taught  in  this  Seminary,  Dr.  Whaling  is  a  worthy  suc- 
cessor of  the  great  and  distinguished  and  saintly  men  who 
have  preceded  him  in  this  Chair.  His  wide-spread  fame  and 
general  recognition  as  a  teacher  of  Theology  both  in  our 
Church  and  elsewhere  has  been  to  us  a  source  of  gratification 
and  satisfaction- 
Third,  We  lament  his  resignation,  and  determination  to 
leave  this  Seminary,  which  he  so  faithfully  served  for  ten 


years.     We  regard  his  leaving  the  Seminary  as  a  great  loss ; 
and  we  lament  greatly  his  decision. 

Fourth.  "We  implore  the  divine  blessings  upon  him  in  his 
new  field  of  work  and  pray  for  him  God's  richest  blessings 
as  the  years  go  by,  and  we  trust  that  he  will  add  new  lustre 
to  his  fame  as  a  teacher  of  Theology,  and  that  he  may  be  per- 
mitted to  serve  the  Church  for  many  years  to  come. 

Fifth,  That  a  copy  of  these  resolutions  be  presented  to  Dr. 
Whaling. 

Signed  :     Robert  H.  McCaslin, 
E.  L.  Hill. 


THE  ELECTION  OF  DR.  JOHN  M.  WELLS  AS 
PRESIDENT. 

At  this  same  meeting  of  the  Board,  after  mature  delibera- 
tion and  prayer,  the  Rev.  John  M.  Wells,  D.D.  pastor  of  the 
First  Presbyterian  Church,  of  Wilmington,  N.  C,  was  unani- 
mously elected  President  of  the  Seminary  and  Professor  of 
Pastoral  Theology,  it  having  been  decided  by  the  Board  to 
divide  the.  duties  which  had  been  performed  by  Dr.  Whaling 
and  elect  an  additional  person  to  the  Chair  of  Didactic  and 
Polemic  Theology.  Rev.  Alexander  Sprunt,  D.D.,  and  Rev.  R. 
H.  McCaslin,  D.D.,  were  appointed  to  present  this  call  to  Dr. 
Wells  at  an  early  date.  When  the  matter  was  first  presented 
to  him,  after  considerable  conferences  and  deliberation,  Dr. 
Wells  felt  that  he  could  not  leave  the  pastorate,  and  there- 
fore declined  the  call.  But  at  a  succeeding  meeting  of  the 
Board  in  Atlanta  in  June  he  was  again  elected  and  was 
persuaded  to  accept  the  Presidency  of  the  Seminary.  The 
Board  and  Faculty  felt  that  they  had  been  divinely  guided 
in  securing  Dr.  Wells  for  this  important  position,  for,  despite 
the  keen  disappointment  that  was  felt  in  the  resignation  of 
Dr.  Whaling,  there  was  a  growing  consciousness  that  Colum- 
bia Seminary,  now  owned  and  controlled  by  four  great 
Synods,  with  a  constituency  of  95,000  communicants,  was 
destined  to  hold  a  larger  place  than  ever  before  in  the  affairs 
of  the  Southern  Church.     It  was  to  carry  out  this  idea  that 


Dr.  Wells  was  called  at  this  time  to  give  practically  his  full 
services  to  the  policies  and  developments  of  this  Institution. 

Dr.  Wells  was  born  in  Hinds  County  Mississippi,  in  1870. 
He  received  his  academic  education  at  the  Southwestern  Pres- 
byterian University,  having  conferred  upon  him  the  A.M. 
degree  in  1889.  He  was  graduated  from  Union  Theological 
Seminary  at  Richmond  in  1893.  Since  that  time  he  has  been 
active  as  a  Pastor  and  Presbyter.  He  has  held  three  pastor- 
ates ;  the  first  at  Buena  Vista,  Virginia,  from  1893-1896 ; 
another  at  the  Second  Presbyterian  Church,  Staunton,  Vir- 
ginia, from  1896-1901,  and  his  last  pastorate  the  Frst  Presby- 
terian Church,  Wilmington,  N.  C,  from  1901-1921.  The  suc- 
cess which  attended  his  labors  in  these  respective  fields  is  well 
known  throughout  the  entire  Church.  As  a  Presbyter  he  has 
ever  been  diligent  and  faithful  in  the  discharge  of  the  duties 
laid  upon  him  by  the  Church,  for  which  he  has  been  honored 
in  many  ways  receiving  the  crowning  honors  in  our  Church 
by  being  elected  Moderator  of  the  General  Assembly,  at  Bir- 
mingham in  1917.  He  has  held  important  posts  for  the  Gen- 
eral Assembly  in  the  matter  of  negotiating  closer  relations 
with  the  Northern  Presbyterian  Church.  Dr.  Wells  has  been 
honored  with  a  Ph.D.  from  the  Illinois  Wesleyan  University 
in  1898 ;  he  received  the  honorary  degree  of  Doctor  of  Divin- 
ity from  Davidson  in  1907  and  from  Washington  and  Lee 
University  in  1916. 

Dr-  Wells  has  already  entered  upon  his  duties  and  it  is 
felt  that  the  great  success  which  has  attended  his  past  labors 
as  Pastor  and  Presbyter  will  attend  his  labors  as  President 
of  this  venerable  School  of  the  Prophets. 


THE  ELECTION  OF  DR.   GREEN  AS  PROFESSOR  OF 
DIDACTIC  AND  POLEMIC  THEOLOGY. 

Of  no  less  importance  to  the  success  of  the  Seminary  was 
the  selection  of  a  suitable  man  to  hold  the  Chair  of  Theology. 
It  was  the  cause  of  great  anxiety  and  prayers  on  the  part  of 
the  members  of  the  Board  and  Faculty  and  friends  of  the 
Seminary. 

After  due  diligence,  the  Board  met  in  Columbia  on  August 
31st   and   unanimously   elected,   the   Rev.    James   Benjamin 


Green,  D.D.,  pastor  of  the  Presbyterian  Church  of  Green- 
wood, S-  C,  to  the  Chair  of  Didactic  and  Polemic  Theology. 
To  the  delight  of  us  all  Dr.  Green  accepted  this  call  and  made 
immediate  arrangements  to  enter  upon  his  work  at  the  open- 
ing of  the  Seminary  on  September  21st. 

Dr.  Green  was  born  in  the  State  of  Alabama  in  May, 
1871.  He  was  educated  at  Peabody  College,  Nashville,  Ten- 
nessee, and  received  his  theological  training  at  Union  Theo- 
logical Seminary,  Richmond,  Virginia.  The  selection  of  Dr. 
Green  was  due  to  the  consensus  of  opinion  of  a  large  circle 
of  leaders  in  our  Church,  who  knew  him  best,  that  he  was 
peculiarly  fitted  for  the  study  and  the  teaching  of  the  great 
science  of  Theology.  Dr.  Green  has  been  pastor  of  the  Pres- 
byterian Church  of  Greenwood,  S.  C,  for  the  past  fourteen 
years,  where  he  has  preached  most  successfully.  As  a  Pres- 
byter he  has  made  a  most  profound  impression  upon  his  col- 
leagues. It  is  also  well  known  that  Dr.  Strickler,  the  late 
Professor  of  Theology  in  Union  Seminary,  who  taught  Dr. 
Green,  had  frequently  remarked  about  his  adaptability  to 
profound  theological  thinking.  Dr.  Green  received  the  hon- 
orary degree  of  Doctor  of  Divinity  from  the  Prebyterian  Col- 
lege of  South  Carolina.  It  is  with  deep  gratitude  to  the 
great  Head  of  the  Church  that  so  suitable  a  man  has  been 
found  to  occupy  this  important  Chair. 


THE  ELECTION  OF  DR.  KERR. 

Another  important  election  occurred  in  the  making  of  Rev. 
Edgar  D.  Kerr,  B.D.,  D.D.,  full  Professor  of  the  Hebrew  and 
Cognate  Languages.  In  1916  the  Board  of  Directors  divided 
the  Chair  of  Old  Testament  Literature  and  Exegesis,  setting 
apart  the  Hebrew  Language  as  a  separate  Professorship.  Dr. 
Kerr  has  been  ably  filling  this  position  since  that  time  as  in- 
structor, and  in  recognition  of  his  successful  work  and  merit, 
he  was  elected  as  a  full  Professor  at  the  Spring  meeting  of 
the  Board.  Dr.  Kerr  is  recognized  by  the  Faculty  and 
students  as  having  unusual  linguistic  gifts  and  as  being  an 
unusually  successful  teacher.  And  it  was  with  gratitude 
Dr.  Kerr  is  retained  in  this  difficult  and  most  important 
department. 

6 


THE  STUDENT  ACTIVITIES. 

During  the  summer  just  passed,  practically  every  student 
in  the  Seminary  was  engaged  in  some  form  of  religious  work. 
A  large  number  of  men  were  supplying  vacant  Churches  in 
the  various  contiguous  Synods,  under  the  supervision  of  the 
Home  Misionary  Committees.  Some,  however,  were  laboring 
in  entirely  unorganized  sections  in  the  mountains  and  in 
Canada.  Many  of  them  were  engaged  in  evangelistic  meet- 
ings and  they  report  a  large  number  of  conversions  as  a 
result. 

During'  the  term  all  the  students  engage  in  some  kind  of 
religious  service,  by  preaching  in  vacant  Churches,  helping 
in  Sunday  School  work  and  visiting  the  jails.  Recently,  the 
Superintendent  of  the  South  Carolina  Penitentiary  has  turned 
over  to  the  Seminary  the  task  of  caring  for  the  religious 
interests  oFthe  prisoners  in  that  large  institution.  One  of  the 
students  has  been  acting  as  Chaplain  during  the  summer  and 
is  responsible  for  carrying  out  interesting  and  helpful  re- 
ligious programs  from  Sunday7  to  Sunday.  In  this  [he 
receives  much  voluntary  help.  The  Penitentiary  affords  a 
splendid  opportunity  for  the  young  men  to  come  in  contact 
with  the  souls  of  men,  hardened  by  crime  and  distressed  by 
the  weight  of  legal  sentence,  and  many  of  them  doomed  to 
die.  Our  Seminary  is  characterized  at  present  by  the  spirit 
of  service,  in  order  to  meet  the  evident  and  growing  needs 
all  about  us. 


THE  OPENING  OF  THE  SEMINARY. 

Columbia  Seminary  had  a  most  auspicious  opening  on 
Wednesday,  September  21st,  1921.  With  the  most  complete 
Faculty  it  has  had  in  all  its  history  and  the  presence  of  prac- 
tically all  of  the  old  students  and  a  splendid  class  of  Juniors, 
numbering  seventeen,  the  Seminary  started  on  its  year's  work 
full  of  joy  and  hopefulness.  The  matriculation  took  place  in 
the  Chapel  in  the  afternoon,  and  by  invitation  of  the  pastor 
and      congregation  of  the  Arsenal  Hill  Presbyterian  Church. 


the  formal  opening  was  held  there  in  the  evening-.  Dr.  Wells, 
as  President  of  the  Seminary,  presided  at  this  meeting  and 
the  Rev.  Hugh  R.  Murchison,  by  previous  appointment,  made 
the  opening  address.  After  the  addresses  the  congregation 
tendered  a  splendid  reception  in  honor  of  the  new  students. 
This  occasion  was  new  in  the  life  of  the  Seminary  and  all  felt 
it  was  calculated  to  bring  together  the  Presbyterians  of  the 
City  and  the  Seminary  into  closer  fellowship. 

It  is  expected  that  the  number  of  actual  students  will  go 
over  fifty  during  the  session. 


PRAYERS  AND  PLEDGES. 

"We  know  how  impracticable,  if  not  impossible,  it  has  been 
for  many  people  to  meet  pledges  during  the  past  year,  and 
we  have  no  word  of  criticism  for  them.  What  we  wish  to  do 
is  to  point  attention  to  the  intimate  connection  which  always 
exists  between  prayers  for  Christ's  Kingdom  and  pledges  for 
its  support.  God  cannot  answer  prayers  and  prosper  the 
Kingdom  without  increasing  the  expense  of  maintenance. 
Prosperity  means  expansion  and  that  necessarily  means  in- 
creased cost.  When,  therefore,  we  are  praying  "Thy  King- 
dom Come,"  we  are  praying  for  a  heavier  burden  on  the 
Church. 

Theological  Seminaries  are  a  part  of  Christ's  Kingdom, 
and  in  our  Presbyterian  system  a  very  fundamental  and  vital 
part.  Prayers  for  the  Kingdom  include  the  Seminaries. 
God  has  been  answering  these  prayers  in  a  very  manifest 
manner  in  respect  to  Columbia  Seminary.  Its  opening  this 
fall  with  an  incoming  class  of  seventeen  is  a  step  beyond 
anything  in  recent  times.  The  present  enrollment  of  under- 
graduates equals  the  best  record  for  many  years. 

All  the  friends  of  this  venerable  institution  will  of  course 
rejoice  in  this  conclusive  evidence  of  prosperity.  They  must 
also  recognize  this  as  an  answer  to  prayer,  and  therefore  a 
cause  for  gratitude  to  God.  But  the  answered  prayers  have 
brought  the  inevitable  increase  in  expense.  Both  the  Faculty 
and  the  student  body  have  been  enlarged,  and  both  are  essen- 


tial    elements    of   the    Seminary's    well-being.     Both    bring 
added  cost. 

Steps  have  been  taken  by  the  controlling  Synods  to  pro- 
vide sufficient  funds,  and  we  are  hopeful  that  the  rising  tide 
of  interest  will  secure  a  successful  carrying  out  of  these  plans. 
But  we  wish  all  our  Churches  to  have  the  situation  clearly 
before  them,  and  to  face  the  fact  that  we  cannot  have  more 
candidates  for  the  ministry  without  having  more  candidates 
to  educate,  and  to  educate  more  candidates  requires  more 
money.  Praying  the  Lord  of  the  harvest  to  thrust  forth 
more  laborers  is  praying  the  Lord  to  thrust  forth  more  money 
out  of  our  pockets  to  help  educate  them  for  their  work.  The 
prayer  involves  a  pledge  that  if  the  Lord  will  give  the  in- 
crease of  candidates,  we  will  give  the  money  to  cover  the  in- 
crease of  expense.  We  are  not  urging,  not  nagging — simply 
elucidating,  explaining  and  expounding.  We  have  an  unfal- 
tering conviction  that  when  God's  people  see  clearly  they 
will  act  promptly.  They  will  not  knowingly  lift  Columbia 
Seminary  by  their  prayers  to  a  pitch  of  prosperity,  and  then 
leave  it  to  suffer  from  the  griping  pains  of  poverty. 


INSPIRATION. 

[In  the  following  presentation  of  the  apostolic  teaching  as  to 
the  nature  of  the  influence  exerted  by  the  Holy  Spirit  in  the  produc- 
tion of  Scripture,  and  of  the  qualities  imparted  to  Scripture  as  the 
result  of  that  influence,  I  have  availed  myself  freely  of  the  material 
furnished  by  the  late  Dr.  B.  B.  Warfield's  very  thorough-going  and 
satisfying  discussion  of  Inspiration  in  the  INTERNATIONAL 
STANDARD  BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA,  transferring  from  his 
page  to  my  own,  not  only  words  and  phrases,  but  entire  sentences, 
sometimes  with  minor  modifications,  and  occasionally  without  any 
modification  whatever.  Whatever  excellence  my  discussion  may 
possess  I  cheerfully  credit  largely  to  Dr.  Warfield.  But  he  must 
not  be  held  responsible  for  its  defects.  It  is  written  in  the  hope 
that  it  will  lead  those  who  possess  the  INTERNATIONAL  STAN- 
DARD BIBLE  ENCYCLOPAEDIA,  if  they  have  not  already  done 
so,  to  read  Dr.  Warfield's  article:  and  in  the  further  hope  that  it 
may  in  a  measure  supply  the  lack  of  those  who  have  not  access 
to  that  admirable  work  of  reference.     W.  M.  McP.] 

Inspiration,  by  general  consent,  is  a  supernatural  influence 
exerted  by  the  Holy  Spirit  upon  the  sacred  writers,  and 
through  them  upon  the  writings  composed  by  them.-  Here 
anything  like  general  consent  ends.  As  to  the  nature  of 
this  supernatural  influence — beyond  the  mere  fact  that  it 
was  supernatural, — the  mode  in  which  it  was  exerted,  and 
the  effects  produced,  or  the  qualities  imparted  by  it  to  the 
Scriptures  there  exist  regrettable  and  harmful  differences 
of  opinion.  To  enumerate  and  discuss  these  is  not  the  pur- 
pose of  this  paper.  Reserving  for  the  present  the  question 
as  to  the  mode  in  which  the  Holy  Spirit  operated,  the  aim 
of  this  discussion  will  be  briefly  to  present  the  essential 
teachings  of  the  apostles  as  to  certain  aspects  of  the  nature 
of  II  is  supernatural  influence,  and  particularly  as  to  the  ef- 
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fects  produced  by  it  upon,  and  the  character  and  qualities 
imparted  by  it  to  the  Scriptures  of  the  Old  Testament.  If 
the  opportunity  presents  itself,  I  may  at  some  future  time 
present  the  teaching  of  our  Lord  Himself  upon  these  matters. 

2.  Tim.  iii  :16  will  serve  as  a  starting  point.  The  apostle 
in  this  classical  passage  is  seeking  to  impress  upon  Timothy 
the  fact  that  the  collection  of  writings  known  familiarly  to 
both  of  them  as  "the  Sacred  Scriptures"  was  able  to  make 
the  latter — Timothy — wise  unto  salvation.  And  he  traces 
back  their  supreme  value  for  this  purpose  to  the  fact  that 
these  Sacred  Scriptures  are — not  "inspired"  as  the  word 
"theopneustos"  has  been  rendered  in  the  Revised  Version, 
but— "God-breathed." 

The  difference  in  these  renderings  of  Paul's  word  is  not 
immaterial.  The  translation  "inspired"  is  not  only  incor- 
rect, but  misleading.  It  not  only  does  not  suggest,  but 
displaces  by  another  wholly  different,  the  idea  that  Paul 
sought  to  convey.  What  was  in  the  apostle's  thought  when 
he  used  the  word  "theopneustos"  to  express  the  nature  of 
the  influence  exerted  by  the  Holy  Spirit  in  the  production 
of  Scripture  we  may  learn  by  turning  to  Ps.  xxxiii-6.  There 
we  read,  "By  the  word  of  Jehovah  were  the  heavens  made, 
and  all  the  host  of  them  by  the  breath  of  His  mouth. "  Here 
"the  breath  of  God"  is  obviously  "just  the  symbol  of  His 
almighty  power,  the  bearer  of  His  creative  word."  "What 
Paul  teaches  us,  therefore,  is  that  the  Scriptures  in  their 
entire  fabric  are  the  product  of  an  outflow  of  the  creative 
and  fashioning  energy  of  God  similar  to  that  that  gave  to  the 
heavens,  "and  all  the  host  of  them"  their  substance  and 
their  form.  Accordingly  the  Scriptures  are  a  God-deter- 
mined expression  of  the  mind  and  will  of  God  touching  those 
matters  to  which  they  relate.  In  them  we  have  the  same 
authentic,  and — if  the  paradox  may  be  pardoned — the  same 
immediate  revelation  of  the  mind  and  will  of  God  by  God 
Himself  that  we  have  in  "the  heavens  and  all  the  host  of 
them."  No  doubt  both  revelations — that  in  creation  and 
that  in  Scripture — were  mediated  through  the  operation  of 
second  causes.  But  both  revelations  alike  may  with  pro- 
priety be  said  to  be  immediate,  because  in  both  cases  not 
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only  were  the  results  to  be  effected  through  these  second 
causes  specifically  determined  by  God,  but  the  second  causes 
themselves  operated  under  the  immediate  guidance  and 
efficient  control  of  God,  so  that  in  the  case  of  each  alike  the 
result  was  "good,"  that  is  to  say  corresponded  perfectly 
to  the  will  of  God.  To  affirm  a  less  immediate  and  efficient 
activity  of  the  Holy  Spirit  in  the  production  of  Scripture 
is  to  strip  the  word  "theopneustos"  of  its  obvious  impli- 
cations. 

The  words  of  the  Apostle  Peter,  2  Pet.  i  :19-21,  are  worthy 
of  fuller  consideration  than  our  space  permits.  They  are 
susceptible  of  more  than  one  translation,  and  interpretation. 
But  whatever  the  translation,  and  the  interpretation  of  par- 
ticular words  and  phrases  the  essential  teaching  of  the  pas- 
sage is  the  same.  Foreseeing  that  after  his  death  there 
would  arise  false  teachers  who  would  seek  to  discredit  his 
teachings  both  concerning  "the  power,"  and  the  second 
"coming"  of  the  Lord,  Peter's  main  purpose  is  to  safeguard 
those  to  whom  he  writes.  To  do  this  he  directs  their  atten- 
tion in  a  very  forcible  way  to  twro  unimpeachable  witnesses 
to  "the  power  and  coming  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ."  The 
first  of  these  is  the  things  that  had  taken  place  "in  1he  holy 
mount,"  and  particularly  the  testimony  borne  in  an  audible 
voice,  by  God  the  Father — things  about  which  there  could 
be  no  doubt,  because  he  himself  and  his  fellow  apostles, 
James  and  John,  were  eye,  and  ear  witnesses  to  them.  The 
other  was  the  testimony  of  what  he  calls  "the  prophetic 
word." 

The  latter  testimony  as  respects  trustworthiness  and  au- 
thority, the  apostle  places  upon  a  footing  of  perfect  parity 
with  that  borne  in  the  holy  mount  "by  the  Majestic  Glory." 
Indeed  the  testimony  borne  by  "the  prophetic  word"  has 
one — I  will  not  say  superiority,  but  one  advantage  over  that 
borne  "by  the  Majestic  Glory."  The  latter  testimony  was 
transitory;  the  former  "constant"  that  is  to  say  permanent 
and  abiding.  Unlike  "the  voice"  that  came  and  then  imme- 
diately ceased,  "the  prophetic  word,"  being  written  was 
enduring.  Having  interjected  this  comment  on  the 
advantage  of  "the  prophetic  word,"  Peter  immediately  pro- 
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ceeds  to  justify  his  assertion  of  its  parity  in  trustworthiness 
and  authority  with  that  borne  by  God  the  Father.  In  doing 
so  he  first  directs  our  attention  to  the  fact  that  "the  prophet- 
ic word"  does  not  represent  the  personal  judgments,  or  the 
sagacious  forecasts  of  its  human  authors.  On  the  contrary, 
as  truly  as  the  word  spoken  "in  the  holy  mount,"  "the 
prophetic  word"  was  the  very  word  of  God.  "For,"  the 
apostle  proceeds  to  add,  "no  prophecy  was  ever  brought  by 
the  will  of  man,  but  it  was  as  borne  by  the  Holy  Spirit  that 
men  spoke  from  God."  Though  spoken  through  the  instru- 
mentality of  men,  therefore,  by  virtue  of  the  fact  that  these 
men  themselves  spake  'as  borne  by  the  Holy  Spirit,'  "the 
prophetic  word"  is  an  immediately  Divine  word,  as  much 
so  as  the  word  spoken  "in  the  holy  mount"  Neither  was  in 
strictness  of  speech  an  unmediated  word.  The  "voice 
borne  out  of  heaven"  was  as  truly  mediated  as  was  "the 
prophetic  word."  But  both  alike  were  the  immediate, 
word  of  God,  because  in  both  cases  God  Himself  was  in  im- 
mediate, dominating,  determining  control  of  the  mediating 
instrumentality  He  was  employing.  That  instrumentality 
itself  in  each  instance  was,  of  course,  employed  in  conform- 
ity with  its  essential  nature.  Here,  then,  we  have  Peter's 
conception  of  the  nature  of  the  influence  exerted  by  the  Holy 
Spirit  upon  those  chosen  by  God  to  be  His  instruments  and 
agents  in  the  composition  of  "the  prophetic  word."  It  was 
an  immediate,  controlling,  results-determining  influence. 
Does  he,  then,  give  his  sanction  to  what  is  known  as  the 
mechanical  dictation  theory  of  inspiration?  By  no  means. 
But  the  very  fact  that  his  strong  language  will  suggest  that 
theory  to  some  minds,  only  shows  how  far  he  is  from  coun- 
tenancing the  idea  that  we  owe  "the  prophetic  word"  to 
the  self-originated,  unaided,  uncontrolled  activities  of  its 
human  authors.  He  does  not  stop  to  philosophize,  or  to 
psychologize,  but  he  evidently  felt  safe  in  assuming  an  activ- 
ity of  the  Holy  Spirit  concurrent  with,  and  entirely  consonant 
with,  the  spontaneous  activities  of  the  human  authors  of  "the 
prophetic  word"  that  was  competent  to  fix  and  that  did  act- 
ually fix  the  goal  to  be  reached  by  those  activities,  that 
was  competent  to  "bear"  and  that  actually  did  bear  those 
putting  forth  those  activities  to  that  goal,  with  the  result 
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that  what  they  spoke  "they  spoke  from  God."  God  deter- 
mined the  truth  to  be  conveyed :  and  God  so  guided  and 
controlled  the  activities  of  the  authors  of  Scripture  that, 
they  did  actually  convey  that  truth.  The  agency  used  by 
God  in  mediating  the  message  contained  in  "the  prophetic 
word ' '  was  very  different  from  the  agency  that  He  employed 
in  mediating  His  message  to  Peter,  James  and  John  "in  the 
holy  mount:"  and  in  each  case  He  used  the  agency  He  was 
employing  in  strict  conformity  with  its  essential  nature :  but 
his  control  over  the  agency  He  was  using  was  as  complete 
in  the  one  case  as  in  the  other.  If  now  the  question  be 
raised:  AVhat  did  Peter  include  under  his  phrase  "the 
prophetic  word?"  the  answer  briefly  stated  must  be: 
Most  probably  the  entire  body  of  Old  Testament  writings 
conceived  specifically  as  in  their  major  purpose  a  testimony 
to  "the  power  and  coming  of  our  Lord  Jesus  Christ"  (cf.  Lk. 
xxiv  :27,  44-45  ;  Rev.  xix  :10).  Thus  Peter  concurs  with  Paul 
in  teaching  that  the  Old  Testament  Scriptures  in  their  entire 
fabric  are  the  product  of  a  specifically  Divine  operation. 
And  while  the  latter  makes  this  fact  the  basis  for  asserting 
the  supreme  value  of  the  Scriptures  in  all  matters  pertaining 
to  life  and  godliness,  the  former  bases  upon  it  the  great  as- 
sertion that  "the  prophetic  word,"  or  the  word  of  God  writ- 
ten, is  in  trustworthiness  and  authority  on  a  perfect  parity 
with  the  word  of  God  spoken  by  God  Himself  "in  the  holy 
mount. ' ' 

For  Paul  as  well  as  Peter,  the  nature  of  the  Divine  activity 
in  the  production  of  "the  prophetic  word"  constitutes  the 
Old  Testament  in  its  entirety  an  immediate  word  of  God. 
And  for  him  as  well  as  for  Peter  the  fact  that  it  is  an  imme- 
diate word  of  God  invests  the  Old  Testament  in  its  entirety 
with  supreme  value,  trustworthiness,  and  authority.  Thus 
in  Rom.iii  :2,  in  enumerating  the  special  privileges  that  had 
accrued  to  Israel  as  God's  chosen  people,  he  places  first 
among  them  all  the  possession  of  the  Scriptures:  "What 
advantage  then  hath  the  Jew?  or  what  is  the  profit  of  cir- 
cumcision? Much  every  way:  first  of  all,  that  they  were  in- 
trusted with  the  oracles  of  God."  In  designating  them  "the 
oracles  of  God, ' '  Paul  shows  clearly  that  he  conceived  of  the 
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Old  Testament  Scriptures  as  the  living  voice  of  God  speak- 
ing in  all  its  parts  directly  to  the  reader.  (The  same  term, 
"oracles,"  is  used  by  Stephen,  Ac.  vii:38;  and  by  the  author 
of  Hebrews,  v:12,  showing  that  they  conceived  of  the  Old 
Testament  in  precisely  the  same  way  as  did  Paul).  This 
conception  of  Scripture  explains  why  Paul  (Ac.  xiii  :35  ;  Rom. 
xv:10),  and  the  author  of  Hebrews  (i  :6,  7;  iii:7)  cite 
the  Old  Testament,  not  as  what  God  or  the  Holy  Spirit  'said', 
hut  as  what  he  'says';  the  present  tense  emphasizing  the  liv- 
ing voice  of  God  speaking  in  Scripture  to  the  individual  soul. 
To  this  conception  is  due  also  a  yet  more  striking  and  signi- 
ficant New  Testament  usage — namely,  the  citation  of  the  Old 
Testament  by  a  simple  "saith,"  (legei)  without  expressed 
subject,  the  subject  being  too  well  understood,  when  Scrip- 
ture is  adduced,  to  require  stating.  Of  this  usage  Rom.  xv : 
10;  Gal.  iii:16;  and  Eph.  iv:8  may  serve  as  examples.  So 
close  did  "Scripture"  and  "God"  lie  together  in  the  minds 
of  the  Xew  Testament  writers  that  they  could  naturally 
speak  of  "Scripture"  saying,  or  even  doing,  what  the  record 
shows  was  said  or  done  by  God ;  and  with  equal  ease  speak 
of  "God"  as  saying  what  the  record  shows  was  said  by  Scrip- 
ture. Of  both  usages,  Rom-  ix  :17  furnishes  an  instance : 
"For  the  Scripture  saith  unto  Pharaoh,  For  this  very  pur- 
pose did  I  raise  thee  up."  The  passage  cited  here  is  Ex.  ix : 
16,  where  God  is  the  speaker,  and  speaks  of  what  He  has 
Himself  done  in  the  case  of  Pharaoh.  Other  examples  of  the 
same  usage  occur  in  Gal.  iii  :8  ;  Heb.  iii  :7  (quoting  Ps.  xcv  :7)  ; 
I.  Cor.  vi:16  (quoting  Gen.  ii:24)  ;  though  these  by  no  means 
exhaust  the  list,  which  is  a  rather  long  one. 

We  are  not  surprised  under  such  circumstances  to  find 
that  for  the  New  Testament  writers  the  Old  Testament  Scrip- 
tures are  invested  with  the  authority  of  God  Himself,  whose 
words  they  are.  Their  recognition  of  the  authoritativcness 
of  Scripture  is  evidenced  when  they  designate  it  "the  Scrip- 
ture," "the  Scriptures,"  "the  Sacred  Scriptures;"  and  by 
the  fact  that  they  introduce  their  quotations  from  it  by  such 
formulae  as  "It  is  written,"  "What  saith  the  Scripture?" 
"Saith  not  the  Scripture?"  all  of  which  imply  that  they 
regard  themselves  as  appealing  to  an  ultimate  and  indispu- 
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table  authority.  It  is  evidenced  also  by  their  unhesitating-, 
confident  assertion  that  what  "is  contained  in  Scripture" 
"must  be  fulfilled"  in  providence  (Ac.  i  :16 ;  I.  Pet.  ii:6). 
They  justified  the  Gospel  which  they  preached,  detail  after 
detail,  by  an  appeal  to  the  Scriptures  (I.  Cor.  xv:3,  4;  et 
passim),  they  encouraged  those  hearing  them  to  test  their 
message  by  Scripture  (Ac.  xvii:ll)  ;  they  based  the  duties 
to  which  they  exhorted  upon  Scripture  (I.  Pet.  i  :16 ;  Jas-  ii : 
8)  ;  the  circumstances  of  their  lives,  and  the  events  occa- 
sionally occurring  about  them  they  referred  to  Scripture 
for  their  significance.  In  all  these  varied  ways  the  New 
Testament  writers  show  how  profound  and  practical  was 
their  reverence  for  the  dogmatic  authority  of  the  Old  Testa- 
ment Scriptures.  For  them  the  words  of  Scripture  are  in 
very  truth  the  words  of  God. 

This  paper  would  be  incomplete  without  some  more  speci- 
fic reference  to  Gal.  iii:16:  "He  saith  not,  And  to  seeds, 
as  of  many;  but  as  of  one,  and  to  thy  seed,  which  is  Christ." 
In  this  classical  passage  the  argument  of  the  apostle  turns 
upon  the  fact  that  in  the  promise  given  by  God  to  Abraham 
the  descendants  of  the  latter  are  designated  not  by  some 
noun  in  the  plural,  but  by  a  collective  noun  in  the  singular. 
He  does  not  pause  to  explain,  or  to  justify  his  procedure. 
Such  was  his  habitual  attitude  toward  "the  prophetic  word" 
that  without  hesitation  he  assumes  the  minute  trustworthi- 
ness of  Scripture  as  a  transcript  and  medium  of  transmission 
of  the  mind  of  God :  and  its  binding  authority  upon  the  in- 
telligence, no  less  than  upon  the  conscience. 

This  survey  of  the  apostolical  teaching  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  influence  exerted  by  the  Holy  Spirit  in  the  production  of 
Scripture,  and  of  the  qualities  imparted  by  it  to  Scripture, 
while  not  exhaustive,  is  sufficient  to  warrant  the  summariz- 
ing statement  that  the  New  Testament  writers  in  all  their 
use  of  the  Old  Testament  Scripture  treat  it  as  what  they 
declare  it  to  be — a  God-breathed  document,  which,  because 
God-breathed,  is  through  and  through  trustworthy  in  all  of 
its  assertions,  authoritative  in  all  its  declarations,  and  down 
to  its  last  particular,  the  very  word  of  God,  His  "oracles." 

— W.  M.  McPheeters 


